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December 1994 cattle population survey 
Stabilization of cattle population confirmed 
after very marked cyclical fall 
At the end of 1994 the cattle population in the twelve-member European Union 
was 78.7 million head, according to the survey carried out in the various Member States 
during the month of December. These results confirm the stabilizing population trend 
already observed in the middle of the year. The number of dairy cows, however, is still 
on the decline in most countries, with the notable exception of France. Although forecast 
slaughterings for 1995 are slightly down compared with 1994, the tonnage of beef and 
veal produced is likely to be up because of increased carcass weight 
After a particularly 
marked cyclical fall, the 
worst is now well and truly 
over. The stabilization in 
cattle numbers already 
observed in the June 1994 
survey was confirmed by 
the cattle population survey 
carried out in the various 
countries of the former 
twelve-member European 
Union during December. 
78.7 million head of cattle 
were recorded at the end of 
1994, some 200 000 more 
than in December 1993 
Of course, these numbers 
are substantially lower than 
those recorded in the 
middle of the year, because 
of the traditional autumn 
destocking of grazing land. 
Year in year out the sea­
sonal fluctuation amounts 
to 3% of the animal popu­










Evolution of cattle population of EU 
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head throughout the Union. 
The seasonal variation is 
much larger in Ireland, 
where it can be as much as 
10% or more. 
The stabilization, or 
even recovery, in cattle 
numbers can be seen in most 
of the countries. France and 
the United Kingdom, which 
have large numbers of cattle, 
set the tone with increases 
of 1.8% and 1.3% 
respectively. Spain and 
Belgium are heading in the 
same direction, reporting 
increa-ses of around 1%. In 
Germany, the Netherlands 
and Denmark the steep 
decline in numbers has 
levelled out. Ireland, where 
cattle numbers have been 
rising constantly for the last 
four years, continues to be a 
case apart. Only Portugal 
and Italy continue to make 
drastic reductions in their 
herds, particularly in the 
dairy component. 
As regards dairy cows, 
downward adjustments are 
continuing more or less 
everywhere, though the falls 
are generally modest. 
300 000 fewer dairy cows 
than the year before 
In an environment 
dominated by the quota 
system, there is nothing 
surprising in a slow decline 
in dairy herds, in that the 
upward trend in yield per 
cow has to be balanced out 
in order not to exceed the 
authorized level of milk 
production. 
Particularly in the 
countries of southern 
Europe there is still 
considerable room for 
productivity gains, since 
their average milk yield is 
still 20% below the 
Community average. These 
productivity gains often 
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disappearance of small 
farms with low yields, of 
which there are generally 
large numbers. It is therefore 
a priori no surprise if the 
number of dairy cows 
continues to fall, sometimes 
substantially, in Spain, 
Portugal and Italy. 
Overlaying this more 
or less structural develop­
ment there are of course the 
short-term decisions taken 
by farmers to adjust milk 
production to the allowed 
quotas. France thus saw an 
increase in the numbers of 
dairy cows after several 
years of decline. At present 
it is the only country where 
this turnaround can be seen. 
The increase is considerable 
(2.8%) and comes after a 
1993/94 milk year in which 
French milk production was 
below the allowed quotas. 
Since this under­production 
continued in the first few 
months of the current milk 
year, it seems that farmers 
have preferred to enlarge 
their herds rather than drive 
up productivity. 
Stickler cows: 
10.4 million head 
Overall the number of 
suckler cows is up by 1%, 
but herd numbers are still 
well below the reference 
population, i.e. the number 
of cows potentially eligible 
for premium (10.9 million 
head for the 12 old Member 
States of the Union). The 
shortfall is of the order of 
Average carcass weight of slaughtered adult cattle 
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5%, quite apart from the fact 
that for various reasons, 
although they are not 
classified as dairy cows, no 
premium for suckler cows is 
paid on a good number of 
the so called "other cows". 
One of these reasons is the 
restriction on cattle numbers 
per hectare. It can also be 
seen that here and there 
some livestock farmers are 
having a change of heart. 
This is the case in Denmark 
and in the Netherlands, 
where a certain disaffection 
from this type of 
stockbreeding is emerging. 
The truth is that the suckler 
cow, which by nature 
represents a form of 
extensive production, has 
never really been popular in 
these countries, which are 
front runners in high dairy 
yields. Only one cow in 8 is 
a suckler cow in Denmark 
and less than one in 20 in the 
Netherlands, whereas the 
Community average is one 
in 3. 
As regards replace­
ment animals, more 
breeding females were 
recorded than in 1993. It is 
true that there are slightly 
fewer adult heifers, but it 
can be seen that for the last 
two years livestock farmers 
have tended to keep more 
female calves than before. 
Breakdown of cows by 
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BOVINES LESS THAN 1 YEAR OLD 
23005 
23026 * 
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FEMALE FOR SLAUGTHER 
2076 
2053* 























































































BOVINE LIVESTOCK IN DECEMBER 
1000 HEAD 
RINDERBESTAND IN DEZEMBER 
1000 STUECK 
EFFECTIFS BOVINS EN DECEMBRE 
1000 TETES 





BOVINES OF 2 YEARS AND OVER 
39104 
3 8 8 8 7 * 
- 0 . 6 * 
1523 
1 5 1 2 * 
- 0 . 8 * 
930 
9 2 8 * 
- 0 . 2 * 
6892 
6 8 6 6 * 
- 0 . 4 * 





2 9 9 5 * 
- 1 . 3 * 
11079 
1 1 2 6 4 * 





3 2 5 9 * 
- 7 . 7 * 
104 
1 0 3 * 
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BOVINS DE 2 ANS ET PLUS 
2101 
2 0 3 5 * 
-3.1 * 
703 
6 7 0 * 
- 4 . 6 * 
5636 
5 6 2 6 * 








2 . 0 * 
38 
4 2 * 
9 . 2 * 
8 
1 0 * 
2 5 . 0 * 
151 
1 4 8 * 






7 6 * 
0 . 0 " 
529 
5 3 8 * 
1 .7* 
589 
6 1 5 * 
4 . 5 * 
82 




5 . 5 * 
22 
2 6 * 
1 8 . 2 * 
36 
3 4 * 











5 3 1 8 * 
- 0 . 5 * 
303 
3 0 0 * 
-1.1 * 
94 









1 8 4 * 
6 . 4 * 
FARSEN 
1984 
2 0 1 3 * 
1 .5* 
448 
4 6 0 * 
2 . 6 * 
451 




- 4 . 0 * 
207 
1 8 0 * 
-13.0 * 
53 
5 0 * 
- 4 . 8 * 
GENISSES 
700 
7 1 4 * 





HEIFERS FOR SLAUGTHER 
869 
8 7 7 * 
0 . 9 * 
92 
9 0 * 
- 2 . 3 * 
6 
6 " 










0 . 0 * 
297 
291 * 
- Z O * 
164 
1 6 6 * 
1.6* 
31 




2 5 . 8 * 
GENISSES DE BOUCHERIE 
25 
1 7 * 
- 3 2 . 0 * 
11 
1 0 * 
- 5 . 0 * 
171 
2 0 9 * 








- 0 . 7 * 
211 
2 0 9 * 
-1.1 * 
88 
9 0 * 
2 . 3 * 
825 







1 7 9 * 
6 . 5 * 
1687 
1 7 2 2 * 
2.1 * 
285 
2 9 3 * 
3.1 * 
420 
3 6 5 * 
-13.1 * 
19 
1 8 * 
- 7 . 9 * 
182 




4 0 * 
- 4 . 8 * 
529 
5 0 5 * 







3 1 5 9 7 * 
- 0 . 7 -
1182 
1171 " 
- 0 . 9 * 
828 
8 1 8 * 
- 1 . 2 * 
5854 
5 8 2 6 * 





2 7 3 5 * 
- 1 . 8 * 
KUEHE 
8566 
8 7 1 3 -
1 .7* 
2202 
2 2 2 6 * 
1.1 -
2998 
2 7 9 2 * 
- 6 . 9 * 
79 
7 8 * 
- 0 . 4 * 
1872 
1 8 2 9 * 
- Z 3 * 
614 
5 8 6 * 
- 4 . 6 * 
VACHES 
4546 
4 5 1 9 * 








- 1 . 5 * 
703 
6 9 6 * 
- 1 . 0 * 
711 
7 1 7 * 
0 . 8 * 
5301 
5231 * 






1 3 3 9 * 
- 4 . 6 * 
4615 
4 7 4 5 * 
Z 8 * 
1274 
1 2 6 9 * 
- 0 . 4 * 
2287 
2 0 7 0 * 
- 9 . 5 * 
51 
4 9 * 
- 3 . 9 * 
1777 




3 5 6 * 
- 5 . 1 * 
2786 
2 7 3 6 * 








0 . 9 * 
479 
4 7 5 * 
- 0 . 7 -
117 
1 0 5 * 
-10.3 * 
553 
5 9 5 * 






1 3 9 6 * 
1 .0* 
3951 
3 9 6 8 * 
0 . 4 * 
928 
9 5 7 * 
3.1 * 
711 
7 2 2 * 
1 .5* 
28 
2 9 * 
5 . 9 * 
95 




2 3 0 * 
-3 .8 * 
1760 
1 7 8 3 " 
1.3* 
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0.41 * 
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4 0 * 
8 0 -
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4 1 * 
6 8 * 
26* 
28 * 
6 5 * 
27 * 
27* 
5 4 * 
0 83 * 
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5 2 * 
2 6 * 
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0.61 * m 
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GROSS INDIGENOUS PRODUCTION OF CATTLE 
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2 1 2 8 * 
2 1 8 6 * 
4 3 1 4 * 
2 0 9 5 * 
2 2 2 4 * 
4 8 * 9 * 
- 1 5 1 * 
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4 0 * 
8 6 * 
4 5 * 
4 0 * 
8 6 * 
-2.17' 
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2 7 * 
• 0 * 
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3 8 7 * 
7 8 2 * 
3 3 0 * 
3 8 0 * 
7 1 0 * 
-16.46 * 
-1 81 ' 
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3 2 * 
1 β * 
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3 2 * 
-0 88 * 
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3 2 0 ' 
6 2 4 * 
3 1 2 * 
3 3 0 * 
« 4 2 * 
2 6 3 ' 
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3 6 0 * 
7 1 0 * 
3 4 4 * 
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2 1 7 ' 
2 7 4 ' 
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2 2 5 ' 
2 8 3 ' 
508* 
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2 3 4 * 
2 0 5 * 
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2 5 0 * 
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4 7 0 * 
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6 1 * 
5 4 * 
1 1 6 * 
6 0 * 
6 0 * 
1 2 0 * 
- 1 6 4 * 
1 1 1 1 * 
4 . 3 6 -
4 9 * 
4 2 * 
91 * 
3 1 * 
2 8 * 
6 9 * 
3 0 * 
2 7 * 
6 7 * 
-323' 
-3 57 ' 








4 5 0 * 
4 8 6 * 
9 3 6 * 
2 97' 
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3 4 6 8 * 
3 5 2 6 * 
« 9 9 4 * 
3 3 9 9 * 
3 4 3 1 * 
• 8 3 1 * 
3 3 9 9 * 
3 4 4 1 * 







1 8 3 * 
1 7 3 * 
3 6 6 * 
1 7 9 * 
1 8 7 * 
366 -
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8 0 9 * 





1 6 0 * 
3 1 7 * 
1 4 5 * 
1 5 5 * 
3 0 0 * 
-7 64' 
■3.13 ' 





7 8 4 * 
1 6 0 4 · 
8 2 0 * 
8 1 5 * 
1 6 3 5 * 
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1 8 * 
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3 6 * 
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3 7 * 
- O f f -
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357 
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• 6 0 * 
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364 · 
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362 " 
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2 5 6 · 
1140 
1 2 2 5 * 
2 3 6 8 * 
1 1 6 0 * 
1 2 0 0 * 
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1 7 5 * 
-2 04' 
4 L 2 1 * 
BULLEN UND OCHSEN 
80 
7 0 * 
1 6 0 * 
8 6 * 
9 3 * 
1 7 9 * 
8 5 * 
9 4 * 
1 7 9 * 
-0 5 2 * 
0 5 6 * 
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8 3 7 * 
4 1 7 * 
5 1 6 ' 
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1 9 4 4 * 
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4 1 8 ' 
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3 0 0 * 
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Thousand head / mortti 
3000 
Cattle slaughterings in EU from 1991 to 1994 








After several years of 
running down cattle stocks, 
this could mark a real 
reversal of the cyclical trend. 
While in most 
countries there is a new 
boost in the rearing of male 
animals for slaughter, heifers 
are no longer really in favour 
with livestock farmers, 
except in the United 
Kingdom and Ireland, where 
numbers have recovered to 
the 1992 level. The veal calf 
sector, which is after all very 
sensitive to demand, is 
subject to contrasting trends. 
In France, where this is 
traditionally an important 




a marked upturn 
in the first half 
of the year. In 
the Netherlands, 
where the rea­
ring of calves is 
also a major 
sector, produc­
tion is holding 
up well. 
? ? ? c "5 c β - ¿ «o 
For 1995, gross 
domestic production of 
cattle, measured in head, 
should show a slight fall. 
The supply of calves should 
fall by about 4%, unless 
there is sufficient recovery in 
demand to revive production 
in the course of the year 
The ball is in the 
consumer's court 
Slaughterings of adult 
bovine animals should 
remain stable overall, but 
further significant falls are 
expected in Italy, Denmark 
and Portugal, whereas in 
Spain production forecasts 
are on a definite upward 
They were Twelve, now they are Fifteen.. 
trend. This is also the case 
in Sweden, where an 
increase of nearly 13% is 
expected for this first year of 
membership in the Union. 
Overall, in view of the 
regular increase in carcass 
weight, this should result in 
a increase of about 1% in 
the quantity of meat 
available for consumption, 
both in the former twelve­
member Union and in the 
fifteen­member Union. 
Today, with prices 
holding up above the 
intervention level for several 
months now and stocks 
which have fallen below 
50 000 tonnes, the beef and 
veal market seems to be in 
good health. Its future 
equilibrium is bound to 
depend very much on the 
level of demand, which 
remains sluggish here and 
there. The ball is thus in the 
consumer's court, and it is 
likely that economic 
recovery, which will 
generate additional pur­




Tout cattle (1000 head) 
Dairy cow« 
Suckle* cow* 
Gros* Indigenous Production 
of cattle (1000 head) 
MHfc production (1000 T) 
mmm 
2329 
810 
90 
829 
3270 
Finland 
1230 
413 
34 
433 
2213 
Sweden 
1826 
509 
166 
519 
3342 
ex-Eurtt 
78746 
21781 
10420 
27Θ96 
11-1000 
EurtS 
85957 
23513 
10709 
29477 
122825 
